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» Tho MAILING DATE of this communication appears on tho cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period foi^ Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

• Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely fited 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. « 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
eamed patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )I3 Responsive to comnnunication(s) filed on 23 June 2005 . 
2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for fomial matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex pa/te Quay/e, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) 13 Claim(s) 1-12 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) n Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) 1-12 Is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)n accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing{s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or fomi PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)n All b)n Some * c)^ None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 



3.n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the Intemational Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachnfient(s) 

1 ) 13 Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTCM13) 

2) □ Notice of Draflsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 6) D Other: . 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTOL-326 (Rev. 1-04) 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Acknowledgment is made in the receipt of the amendment filed June 23, 2005. The 
amendment has been approved for entry. 

2. Applicant's arguments, see pages 6-7, filed June 23, 2005, with respect to claims 1-10 
have been fully considered and are persuasive. The final rejection of February 23, 2005 has been 
withdrawn. 

3. The rejection of claims 1-10 under 112 first paragraph have been withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth iii 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1-10 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
2,797,931 to Hans in view of DE 2932440 to Pletsch. 

Re-claims 1 and 10, Hans teaches in figures 3-5 a vibration mounting assembly for 
interconnecting a longitudinally extending first member 12 with a second member 4, the 
mounting assembly conq)rising: a central stud 13a attached to the longitudinally extending first 
member 12 at a first end, the longitudinally extending member is attached to a third member 
(such as a second stud 13, see figure 3) at a second end; an open hollow bracket 9 that surrounds 
the stud; and elastic members, such as coils or elastic rubber, interconnecting the stud with the 
bracket. During movement of element 12 one set of elastic members will be in compression 
while the other set of elastic member will be in tension. However, Hans fails to teach the elastic 



Application/Control Number: 10/658,582 Page 3 

Art Unit: 3683 

supports as being configured as elastomeric beam structures, and wherein the structures have a 
softer characteristic in a direction generally transverse to an axial direction than in the axial 
direction, 

Pletsch teaches a simple compact elastomeric mount assembly comprising beam 
structures 15/16 that support an axial beam 7 relative to a housing 3. Beam structure 16 has a 
smaller cross sectional area than beam structure 15. Thus the support characteristics in a 
transverse direction (i.e. downwardly) would be softer than in the axial direction of beam 7, since 
the axial support direction would have included the support characteristics of beam 15. It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have utilized the beam support structure 
taught by Pletsch in the damper of Hans, as the situation warranted and since both structures are 
seen as being fiinctionally equivalent. 

Re-claim 2, the second member is a vehicle. 

Re-claims 3-8, the beam structures of Pletsch would have extended along the stud in both 
opposite generally lateral and longitudinal directions (when viewing the top beams), and 
generally parallel lateral and longitudinal directions (when viewing diagonally opposite beams). 
The beams are rubber and can be made of a synthetic as is common in the art. Synthetics will 
provide a longer lifespan over rubber. 

Re-claim 9, Hans teaches a pair of vibration mounting assemblies used to support 
element 12. 

Re-claim 12, diametrically opposite beams are generally parallel to one another. 
6. Claim 1 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hans in view of 
Pletsch as appUed to claim 1 above, and fiirther in view of US 3,450,379 to Nolan. 
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Hans as modified by Pletsch teach the beam structures having a main portion generally 
disposed at an angle between the stud member (element 13a in Hans and element 7 in Pletsch) 
and the hollow member (9 and 3 respectively). However, Hans as modified by Pletsch fail to 
teach the elastomeric beam structures surrounding less than half the circumference of the stud 
member. 

Nolan teaches a plurality of beam support structures disposed between a stud member 
and a hollow housing. The beam structures take up less than half the circumference of the stud 
member. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have utilized the 
teachings of Nolan by minimizing the size of the beam structures in the damper assembly of 
Hans as modified by Pletsch, thus reducing the weight of the damper assembly. 

Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments, see pages 6-7, filed June 23, 2005, with respect to the 
rejection(s)of claim(s) 1-10 under Hans in view of Eckel et al. have been fully considered and 
are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further 
consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of Pletsch. 

Conclusion 

8. Any inquiries concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thomas Williams whose telephone number is 571-272-7128. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday from 6:30 AM to 4:00 PM. The 
examiner can also be reached on alternate Fridays. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Charles Marmor, can be reached at 571-272-7095. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 571-272-6584. 



TJW 




July 7, 2005 




